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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following communication is in response to Applicant's amendment filed 16 October 
2008. 

Status of Claims 

2. There are no new amendments to the claims. Claims 1-45 are currently pending. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 16 October 2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that the prior art fails to teach the limitation of "adjusting one or more 
finance fees charged to the financial account for purchase transactions with the selected vendor 
based on a number of purchase transactions with the selected vendor over a predetermined time" 
as recited in claim 1 . The Examiner respectfully disagrees. The Examiner acknowledges that 
Maycock fails to teach the adjusting limitation. However, Fowler teaches combo-cards wherein 
a transaction and/or membership card may have one or more and preferable multiple AAPs 
and/or other marketing programs (page 11, paragraph 0083). Fowler further teaches a rate 
calculation for performing transactions at specific merchants including earning points on an 
escalating scale such as successive transactions at a merchant with a specified time period (page 
10, paragraph 0075 and page 12, paragraph 0088). Maycock in view of Fowler fails to teach 
that the fees are finance fees, instead they are promotional fees. Behrenbrinker teaches a system 
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for processing financial transactions in which customers receive reduced finance charges based 
on transaction data associated with a particular balance segment for a particular merchant 
(column 2, lines 22-33 and column 3, line 21-50). Behrenbrinker teaches that the rules are terms 
and conditions for each balance segment are predetermined (column 3, lines 51 thru column 4, 
line 8). Behrenbrinker also teaches that transaction data includes, but is not limited to 
transaction amount, transaction type, Merchant Category Code, merchant name, merchant 
number associated with the transaction. Behrenbrinker fails to teach that adjusted finance fee is 
based on number of transactions over a specified time. However, as stated above that is taught 
by Fowler in promotions. 

Applicant argues that there is no motivation to combine the teachings of Maycock, 
Fowler and Behrenbrinker. However, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the Applicant's invention to modify the 
teachings of Maycock to include adjusting one or more fees to the financial account for 
transactions with a selected vendor as taught by Fowler because it provides for loyalty between 
customer and merchant and therefore to increase customer satisfaction, retention and repeat 
business. Further, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
Applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Maycock in view of Fowler for adjusting fees 
based on number of transaction with vendors to specify that the fees are finance fees as taught by 
Behrenbrinker because it provides an incentive for establishing a merchant/customer 
relationship. Also, the number of transaction with a merchant is a type of transaction data which 
could apply to the transaction data taught by Behrenbrinker. 
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Examiner also notes that the limitation of "adjusting one or more finance fees charged to 
the financial account for purchase transactions with the selected vendor based on a number of 
purchase transactions with the selected vendor over a predetermined time" could also be given a 
broader interpretation. Specifically, the finance fees charged to the account are adjusted for 
transactions over a period of time. Therefore, in card transactions, such as a credit card, in which 
a bill is received monthly, the bill contains adjusted finance fees charged to the account for the 
transactions that occurred during the month. The claim does not necessarily limit the "finance 
fee charged to the account" to an interest rate. Instead it could just be the total dollar amount 
charged to the account based on the interest rate. Therefore the finance fee charged to the 
account is different based on the purchased during the month. The Examiner suggests amending 
the claim to focus the interpretation as to what Applicant is arguing. 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect claims 4 and 10-13 are similar to the arguments 
presented above and therefore the reasoning relied upon above applies to these claims as well. 

5. For these reasons, Applicant's arguments are not persuasive and claims 1-45 remain 
rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. Claims 1-3, 5-9, 14-17, 19-23, 28-31, 33-37 and 42-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Maycock, Jr. et al. (hereinafter Maycock) U.S. Publication 
2001/0047336 in view of Fowler et al. (hereinafter Fowler) U.S. Publication 2002/0026348 in 
further view of Behrenbrinker et al. (hereinafter Behrenbrinker) U.S. Patent 7,092,905. 

Claims 1,15 and 29, Maycock teaches a method for managing a financial account, 
comprising: 

providing a consumer with the financial account having a first account component and a 
second account component, wherein the first and second account components have respective 
first and second account parameters associated with purchase transactions made by the consumer 
using the financial account (page 3, paragraph 0032-0034); 

receiving an indication from the consumer of a selected vendor to be associated with the first 
account component (page 3, paragraph 0033); 

processing purchase transactions with the selected vendor based on the first account 
parameter (page 3, paragraph 0033 and page 4, paragraphs 0041-0042); 

processing purchase transactions with other vendors based on the second account 
parameter (page 3, paragraph 0033 and page 4, paragraphs 0041-0042). 

Maycock fails to teach adjusting one or more feels charged to the financial account for 
purchase transactions with the selected vendor based on a number of purchase transactions with 
the selected vendor over a predetermined period of time. Fowler teaches combo-cards wherein a 
transaction and/or membership card may have one or more and preferable multiple AAPs and/or 
other marketing programs (page 11, paragraph 0083). Fowler further teaches a rate calculation 
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for performing transactions at specific merchants including earning points on an escalating scale 
such as successive transactions at a merchant with a specified time period (page 10, paragraph 
0075 and page 12, paragraph 0088). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the Applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Maycock to 
include adjusting one or more fees to the financial account for transactions with a selected 
vendor as taught by Fowler because it provides for loyalty between customer and merchant and 
therefore to increase customer satisfaction, retention and repeat business. 

Maycock in view of Fowler fails to teach that the fees are finance fees. Behrenbrinker 
teaches a system for processing financial transactions in which customers receive reduced 
finance charges based on transaction data associated with a particular balance segment for a 
particular merchant (column 2, lines 22-33 and column 3, line 21-50). Behrenbrinker teaches 
that the rules are terms and conditions for each balance segment are predetermined (column 3, 
lines 51 thru column 4, line 8). Behrenbrinker also teaches that transaction data includes, but is 
not limited to transaction amount, transaction type, Merchant Category Code, merchant name, 
merchant number associated with the transaction. Therefore it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the Applicant's invention to modify the teachings of 
Maycock in view of Fowler for adjusting fees based on number of transaction with vendors to 
specify that the fees are finance fees as taught by Behrenbrinker because it provides an incentive 
for establishing a merchant/customer relationship. Also, the number of transaction with a 
merchant is a type of transaction data which could apply to the transaction data taught by 
Behrenbrinker. 
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Claim 2, 16 and 30, Maycock fails to teach generating a billing statement reflecting an 
amount to be paid by the consumer based on the first and second account parameters, wherein 
the amount to be paid is reduced when based on the first account parameter. Fowler teaches 
generating a statement (page 5, paragraph 0039) and reducing an amount to be paid based on the 
account parameter (page 10, paragraph 0075 and page 12, paragraph 0088). 

Claims 3, 17 and 31, Maycock teaches wherein the financial account is a credit card 
account and the consumer may select any vendor that accepts purchases using the credit card 
account (page 1, paragraph 0013 and page 3, paragraph 0033). 

Claims 5,19 and 33, Maycock teaches wherein the purchase transactions are associated 
with one of: (i) an internet-based purchase transaction; (ii) a point-of-sale purchase transaction; 
(iii) a purchase transaction made over a telephone; and (iv) a purchase transaction made using 
conventional mail (page 2, paragraph 0018-0019 and Figure 2). 

Claims 6, 20 and 34, wherein allowing the consumer to select a vendor further comprises: 
presenting an offer for the financial account to the consumer, wherein the offer includes a request 
to select a vendor to be associated with the financial account (page 3, paragraph 0033). 

Claims 7, 21 and 35, wherein the request includes a list of vendors, and wherein the 
consumer may select the vendor from the list (page 3, paragraph 0033). 
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Claims 8, 22 and 36, wherein the request includes a list of vendors, and wherein the 
selected vendor is not included in the list (page 3, paragraph 0033). 

Claims 9, 23 and 37, wherein the financial account includes an available balance that is 
adjusted based on the purchase transactions with the selected and other vendors (page 3, 
paragraph 0035). 

Claims 14, 28 and 42, Maycock fails to teach adjusting one or more fees charged to the 
financial account for purchase transactions with the selected vendor based on a number of 
purchase transactions with the selected vendor over a predetermined period of time. Fowler 
teaches combo-cards wherein a transaction and/or membership card may have one or more and 
preferable multiple AAPs and/or other marketing programs (page 11, paragraph 0083). Fowler 
further teaches a rate calculation for performing transactions at specific merchants including 
earning points on an escalating scale such as successive transactions at a merchant with a 
specified time period and reducing fees/providing discounts (page 10, paragraph 0075 and page 
12, paragraph 0088). Maycock in view of Fowler fails to teach that the fees are finance fees. 
Behrenbrinker teaches a system for processing financial transactions in which customers receive 
reduced finance charges based on transaction data associated with a particular balance segment 
for a particular merchant (column 2, lines 22-33 and column 3, line 21-50). Behrenbrinker 
teaches that the rules are terms and conditions for each balance segment are predetermined 
(column 3, lines 51 thru column 4, line 8). Behrenbrinker also teaches that transaction data 
includes, but is not limited to transaction amount, transaction type, Merchant Category Code, 
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merchant name, merchant number associated with the transaction. Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the Applicant's invention to modify the 
teachings of Maycock in view of Fowler for adjusting fees based on number of transaction with 
vendors to specify that the fees are finance fees as taught by Behrenbrinker because it provides 
an incentive for establishing a merchant/customer relationship. Also, the number of transaction 
with a merchant is a type of transaction data which could apply to the transaction data taught by 
Behrenbrinker. 

Claims 43-45, wherein adjusting one or more fees includes removing one or more fees 
charged to the financial account for purchase transactions with the selected vendor based on a 
number of purchase transactions with the selected vendor over a predetermined period of time 
(page 10, paragraph 0075 and page 12, paragraph 0088). Maycock in view of Fowler fails to 
teach that the fees are finance fees. Behrenbrinker teaches a system for processing financial 
transactions in which customers receive reduced finance charges based on transaction data 
associated with a particular balance segment for a particular merchant (column 2, lines 22-33 and 
column 3, line 21-50). Behrenbrinker teaches that the rules are terms and conditions for each 
balance segment are predetermined (column 3, lines 51 thru column 4, line 8). Behrenbrinker 
also teaches that transaction data includes, but is not limited to transaction amount, transaction 
type, Merchant Category Code, merchant name, merchant number associated with the 
transaction. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the Applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Maycock in view of Fowler for adjusting 
fees based on number of transaction with vendors to specify that the fees are finance fees as 
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taught by Behrenbrinker because it provides an incentive for establishing a merchant/customer 
relationship. Also, the number of transaction with a merchant is a type of transaction data which 
could apply to the transaction data taught by Behrenbrinker. 

8. Claims 4, 10-13, 18, 24-27, 32 and 38-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the prior at as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Yun et al. 
(hereinafter Yun) U.S. Publication 2002/0069122. 

Claims 4, 18 and 32, Maycock in view of Fowler teaches associated account parameters 
with selected merchants as discussed above. Maycock in view of Fowler fails to teach wherein 
the first account parameter is a first interest rate and the second account parameter is a second 
interest rate different from the first interest rate. Behrenbrinker teaches a system for processing 
financial transactions in which customers receive reduced finance charges based on transaction 
data associated with a particular balance segment for a particular merchant (column 2, lines 22- 
33 and column 3, line 21-50). Behrenbrinker teaches that the rules are terms and conditions for 
each balance segment are predetermined (column 3, lines 51 thru column 4, line 8). 
Behrenbrinker also teaches that transaction data includes, but is not limited to transaction 
amount, transaction type, Merchant Category Code, merchant name, merchant number associated 
with the transaction. Yun teaches a financial account management system wherein once account 
is used to a plurality of account components (credit card types) which have first and second 
account parameters (interest rates) (page 6, paragraph 0060, page 7, paragraph 0062 and Figure 
3). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
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Applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Maycock in view of Fowler in further view of 
Behrenbrinker to include the teachings of Yun because it provides for increased customer 
satisfaction when processing purchases among available accounts and account parameters. 

Claims 10, 24 and 38, Yun teaches applying first fees to the financial account for 
purchase transactions with a vendor based on the first account parameter (page 6, paragraph 
0060, page 7, paragraph 0062 and Figure 3). 

Claims 1 1, 25 and 39, Yun teaches wherein processing purchase transactions by applying 
second fees to the financial account for purchase transactions with the other vendors based on the 
second account parameter, wherein the second fees are higher than the first fees (page 6, 
paragraph 0060, page 7, paragraph 0062 and Figure 3). 

Claims 12, 26 and 40, wherein the first and second account parameters are first and 
second interest rates, respectively, wherein the first interest rate is lower than the second interest 
rate (page 6, paragraph 0060, page 7, paragraph 0062 and Figure 3). 

Claims 13, 27 and 41, wherein the first and second account parameters include first and 
second finance charges, respectively (page 6, paragraph 0060, page 7, paragraph 0062 and 
Figure 3). 
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Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to STEFANOS KARMIS whose telephone number is (571)272- 
6744. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Kramer can be reached on (571) 272-6783. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Respectfully Submitted 
/Stefanos Karmis/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3693 
05 January 2009 



